UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCU T

No. 99-1533

JOSEPH SCOTTO, Individually and as Personal
Representative of the Estate of Joyce Scotto;
THEODORE JOSEPH SCOTTO, Individually and as a
m nor through his natural father and guardi an
Joseph Scotto,

Plaintiffs - Appellants,

and

MELI NA BELLE SCOTTO THERESA SCOITO ROSETTE;
G A JOYCE SCOTTO MCDANI EL,

Plaintiffs,

ver sus

MAFCO WORLDW DE CORPORATI ON;,  MACANDREWS &
FORBES GROUP, | NCORPORATED, MF. NEAL &
COVPANY,

Def endants - Appell ees,

and

GQJY ALLEN DI ETRI CH,

Def endant .



No. 99-1585

JOSEPH SCOTTO, Individually and as Personal
Representative of the Estate of Joyce Scotto;
THEODORE JOSEPH SCOTTO, Individually and as a
m nor through his natural father and guardi an
Joseph Scotto; MELINA BELLE SCOTTG THERESA
SCOTTO ROSETTE; G A JOYCE SCOTTO MCDANI EL,
Plaintiffs,

ver sus

GQJY ALLEN DI ETRI CH,

Def endant - Appel |l ant,

ver sus

MAFCO WORLDW DE CORPORATI ON;,  MACANDREWS &
FORBES GROUP, | NCORPORATED, MF. NEAL &
COVPANY,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at G eenbelt. Alexander WIllianms, Jr., D strict Judge.
( CA-96- 3891- AW

Subm tted: February 24, 2000 Deci ded: WMarch 1, 2000

Before MOTZ and KING G rcuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Senior G rcuit
Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.



Henry R Lord, PIPER & MARBURY, L.L.P., Baltinore, Maryland;
Charles S. Fax, Baltinore, Maryland; M chael B. Geen, Towson,
Maryl and, for Appellants. Janet M Truhe, MLLER & TRUHE, L.L.C
Westm nster, Maryland, for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Plaintiffs Joseph and Theodore Scotto are joi ned by Def endant
Quy Allen Dietrich in appealing the district court’s order granting
summary judgnent to Defendants MAFCO Wrldw de Corporation
MacAndrews & Forbes Group, Inc., and MF. Neal & Co (the *“MAFCO
Defendants”) in the Plaintiffs’ civil suit for a survival action,
negligence and wongful death resulting from an autonobile
accident. Appellants and Cross-Appellant allege that the district
court erred in finding that the MAFCO Defendants were not
vicariously liable for the negligence of the individual Defendant
Dietrich because he was not within the scope of enpl oynent when t he
acci dent in question occurred. W have reviewed the record and the
district court’s opinion and find no reversible error. According-
ly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. See JA 376-
84. W dispense with oral argunment because the facts and |ega
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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